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1. The Former "Concession" Policy of the Bourgeoisie. 


The ideological atmosphere surrounding the relation between the world 
bourgeoisie and the Kremlin Dictztor has undergone many changes in recent his- 
torye At Yalta and Teheran the spokesmen of the imperialists agreed to turn 
over Poland, half of Korea, Manchuria and other extremely important territories 
to Stalin, in full knowledge from previous experience that he would incorporate 
everything given him into his territorial, economic and political system. During 
the American-Stalin march into Germany, orders were issued by the top command 
of the United States forces to allow the Russian troops to enter Berlin first. 
For some "mysterious" reason the Western imperialists agreed to the expansion 
of Stalin's domain in Europe and Asia. 


Shortly after the liquidation of the war situation in Europe and the 
Far East, a furious cry arose from official quarters in England and America and 
on the pages of the bourgeois press charging Stalin with aggression. The demands 
were launched for a get tough with Russia policy. 


What, then, was the meaning of the previous extremely soft policy of 
allowing Stalin to occupy half of Europe, Sakhalin, Kuriles Islands, half of 
Korea and of opening to him the gates into China proper by agreeing to his oce 
cupation of Manchuria? Stalin's gargantuan Land appetite and his tactics of 
crushing oprositions and centralizing power in his hands could have been no sure 
prise to the Western imperialists. They had seen Stalin divide Poland with 
Hitler, attack Finland, seize and absorb Lithuania, Esthonia and Latvia. Stalin 
had wiped out the capitalists and landlords of those countries and incorporated 
them into his system. This was a living history that illumined the nature of 
Stalin's occupation of countries. What could they have expectec Stalin to c 
in the Balkans, in the Far East and Eastern Germany once his troops were in 
control? There can be no divided view on this question: they agreed to Stalin's 
occupation keenly conscious of what the results would be, Did Stalin, nerhapsy 
blackmail them to follow this soft policy? Although Stalin held up his head 
high after Stalingrad, his forces had been badly decimated by the Nazi power and 
a large part of Russian industry shattered; while on the other hand, the military 
machine and economy of the Western inmerialists was hardly dented, and besides, 
they possessec the most terrible force in the history of ware the Atomic socrete 
During the Nazi onslaught, Stalin faced the main weight of the invading forces 
ana was in pressing need of military supolics. He was in no position to black= 
mail his "allies." If any side was, it was the Western imperialists. And yet 
they, without an official dissenting voice, followed an "appeasement" policy and 
handed over enormous territories to Stalin. Why? 


2 Two Contradictory Forms in World Economy. 


To unravel the policy of the “vestern imperialists one must trace it back 
to its truc roots. 


On November 7, 1917 the Bolsheviks seized power in Russia and overthrew 
private property in land, industry and commerce and established a patvern of 
State ownership, control and direction of economic processcs.s The bourgeoisie 
of the world, resting on private methods of production and distribution, at- 


tempted to overthrow the Bolsheviks but failed, 


The Bolshevik leadership dropped the pledge made to the masses before the 
overthrow of the Russian capitalists of no negotiations with any bourgeois power 
and adopted the policy of compromise and "peace" with the world bourgeoisic 
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isic reciprocé vith similar policy (Brest-Litovsk, Locarno, nu~ 
ourgeoisic reciprocated witn a similar p 
Pee eee: 3 against war, including the Stalin-Hitler Pact) 
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but the gulf in the basic iorms ic Sy ae 
by ete and the conflict inherent in the division could’ be only temporarily 
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postponed. 

evon thou~h under a vicious contra- 
of the Russian masses, capitalism 
passing from one eycte. of CL1515 
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eding one. Finally, the German bour= 


While industry in Russia was expancing 
lism and at the expense of the material needs 
particularly its Contrel European sector, wa 
into another, each more sovere than the prec eee pei per 
geoisic, backed by the financial assistance of other capitalist countrics, of- 
fected a political stabilization through the formation of the Nazi regime and ” 
canturea the imagination of the backward and even some advanced workers and povty- 
bourgeoisie on the basis of Hitler's anti-semitic Greater-Germany platform. the 
successful shift of »nowor from the bourgeois democratic to the wazl regime Was 
facilitated by the political pclicy of Stalin. Stalin's organizations doliberately 
blinced the Gorman workers to the Nazi dancen and even went to the extont of po- 
litical collaboration with thom. (Prussian Referendum, August 1932 yi Stelan's 
lisutenants snocifically tricd to disyel the growing uncasiness of the radical 
‘orman worters over the threat posed by the Nazi tide: 
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Nothing would be more fatal than an opyprtunist overestimetion of Hitlorist 
Ficnum of the Communist Party of Ernst 
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Fascism." (Speech at the ‘Germany by Erns 
Thaclmann, Fob. 19, 1932) 


It might also be noted that when Hitler was put in power Stalin carricd 
yy” 
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>) 
out negotiations with the German banks for credits. 
Theséstablishmentoof “the Nazivréesime was also facilste 
Democracy which stood passively by, with some of its leaders 
even voicing allegiance to Hitler. 


ted by German Social 
(Sevcring, otc.) 


German economy, though alleviatea by influx of gold from the British, French 
and American bourgoeisic, was not curcd by the change of political regime. The 
German sector of capitalism could be stabilized only by expansion of the German 
snhore ¢ Q ni Wo qY thie Fy Siatay Seer ae eee a = 
oh a ite conona.¢ Be Yr, and vhis involved the general task of world capitalism, 
veg necd to reestablish international unity of economy based on private, not on 
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state, ownership. of industry and commerce. ‘The political stabilization of the 
Gorman State afforded an opportunity for a new attonpt to smash the State form 
o1 economy in hussia.s The uanich Accord was tho first major public manifestation 
of this policy of the intcrnational vourgcoisic, 


3. The Bourgcoisic Prepares A Miiphty War Engine 


er aa Fe, ; 
He the immediate technical problem of canitalism was to equip the Nazi regime 
es ha war machine strong cnough to achicvo the desired ond. ‘The world ruling 
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ourgeois ilps recognized that the German resources alone tuld have boen ine 
sper tar for so gigantic an undertakine, The Suronean Continent had to be 
ae over to the German industrialists who wore building the Nazi var machine 
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molested, On the West border 
er of German are ad 5 oe : 
any there ensued a long period of "Sitekricg" 
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or "phoney war" as it became knovm in history. 


The next step in attaching the economy of Europe to the German industri- 
alists, who reatly operated with capital borrowed from the Western imperialists, 
was carried out in a spectacular fashion. The gates of France were opened for 
the Nazi troops who occupicd Verdun and other fortresses without mocting even a 
token resistance from the French genorals. Through the same method Norway and 
the Balkans passed under the German control, ana when the Nazi military might was 
brought to the peak of strength the roal war, that of Nazi Germany against Stalin- 
ruled Russia, opened with a terrific” drive on an immense front stretching from 
the Baltic to the Black Sea. 


lh. The Failure of the Nazi Army 


It was firmly believed by many top bourgeois exports in military scicnce 
that within a fow wecks the Stalin Government and the state economy upon which 
it rested would be climinated by the Nazi avalanche. History proved that despite 
the fact that the bourgeoisic had fused all the technical means of capitalist Hu-= 
rope to ccuip the Nazi war ongine, the cconomic and military preparations proved 
insufficient to measure up to the task. The first Nazi-drive in 191, which had 
been counted on to be decisive, came to a letdown end a partial retreat of the 
Nazis. The second campaign in 19lj2 was executed only on the southern part of the 
long front. The attempt bogged dowm and then collapsed at Stalingrad. 


Throughout the two yoars of this titanic struggle, Stalin's "allics" and 
the Nazis marched several times back and forth in the Libyan desert in a scries 
of stage-managed "battles." This scc-saw was arranged in the desert to give the 
Nazis an absolutely free hand in the momentous struggle in Russia. Stalin was 
not fooled and during this whole period kept up a cry for the "Second Front." 


Following the defeat of the Nazis at Stalingrad and the decisive turn of 
the military tables in Russia, the imperialists realized that not only had their 
plan of smashing Russia failed, but that the Nazis would be faced with the problem 
of a rebellious Europe. So the "allics" landed in Europe and there began a sham 
War in reverse= rcoccupation by the "allied" troops of the mightiest fortresses 
of France and Belgium without a battle and wholesale surrender of enormous Nazi 
armics. The Nazi failure in itussia was a severe blow to intcrnational capital. 

he solution of the problem created for the world bourgeoisie by the Bolshevik 
Revolution was pushed again into the future. 


5. The Old Problem In A Now Sotting 


The Nazi fiasco taught the western imperialists an important losson. If 
they had imagined that the 1918-21 capitalist intervention in Russia ended in 
failure because of meagerness of military forces, they knew now that evon an cx 
traordinarily poworful war machine was inadequate without a spirited support of 
the masses. The Nazi army was compoSed of robots held together by torror, not of 
men moved by an inner feeling of duty and positive »vurpose implanted in thom before 
marching. The very fact that Hitlor, without any idcological changes in his Army 
abruptly broke his "fricndship" with the Kremlin and ordered his armored divisions 
to dash across the Russian lines, shows that the Nazi army was a merce soulless 
mechanism. 


To create a possibility of success the bourgeoisic required not only a 
mighty engine of war but spiritcd troops imbucd-with the desire to attack and dese 
troy "Communism" and the enthusiastic support of the masses for this task, Howe 
ever, at the time of the termination of the Nazi advonture the masses everywhere , 
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and particularly in France and Italy, two key countries in the event of war be- 
tween Stalin and his "allies," were not only enthused over the Stalin victory but 
by the million flocked to join his political organizations. Under these circum 
stances immediate war against Stalin was out of the question. However, if Stalin 
could apnear in a role of a new world aggressor, a change in the psychology of 

the masses might be achieved. Hence the "concessions" at Yalta, Teheran and Pots- 
dam and the tempestu-vs opening period of the "diplomatic" or "cold war." 


6. The Setback In The Ideological Field 


All signs in the early stage of the "diplomatic war" seemed to indicate 
that it would move along at a roaring pace toward its logical culmination. In- 
stead there developed a zigzag course with considerable intervals of relative calm. 


Some anti-Stalin sentiment began to show here and there, but on the whole 
it became clear that the masses in England and the United States had no desire 
for war with Russia, while the masses in France and Italy drew closer to Stalin. 
Whether or not the imperialists were conscious of the fact, Stalin's strength con» 
Sisted not merely in the fact that his Army broke the back of the Nazi machine in 
Russia but in the magical deception that the Bolshevik Revolution launched a true 
movement of liberation of the toiling masses, and that Stalin led the Russian 
toilers to Socialism. It was this major deception that all opponents of Stalin, 
the bourgeoisie and the various opportunist "anti-Stalin" currents within the 
working class, were unable to cope with, The "cold war" did not heat the atmos= 
phere to any high degree and the bourgeoisie developed the more even tactic of 
following painfully the unfolding of the drama of Stalin's tyranny behind the 
"Iron Curtain" and on this basis endeavored to facilitate an anti-Stalin turn of 
mind among the masses, At the sane time the Western imperialists felt secure 
militarily because of the possession of the atomic bomb and supnosed lack of it 
in Russia. 


Te Stalin Produces An Atomic Explosion 


When on September 23, 199 President Truma n amnounced that "an atomic 
exnlosion occurred in the USSR" a sickening fecling of insecurity must have 
eripned the bourgeoisie as well as the masses, although outwardly no sign of 
uneasiness could be detected. However, the realization that a tremendous 
change in the military balance of strength has taken place was registered 
in many bourgeois publications. 


"When America exnloded the first atomic bomb, the Soviet government 
reacted in two conflicting ways. Publicly it scoffed at such unimportant 
news. Privately it launched a tremendous = and successful - effort to 
match our achievement. 


"Now the Soviet bomb has exploded, and we are reacting in precisely the 
same way. Publicly we are shrugging our shoulders with feigned indif- 
ference. Privately we are likely to undertake new actions, at home and 
abroad, whose end results our government itself cannot calculate todaye.. 
Our plan of holding Eurone by an all-out atomic bombardment of Russia 
may be useless, once the Russians are able to carry out a counter bombard- 
ment of Europe or America," (New Renublic, Oct. 3, 19:9) 


Everybody had known that Stalin's scientists worked on the atomic 
energy project, but the experts did not exvect he woulc cet into the possession 
of the secret of making the bomb before 1952, And by then, it had been hoped 
matters would be settled with Stalin. ‘ 


The possession of the bomb by Stalin has not eliminated the contra 
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diction in the two forms of economy, nor the political state of the world as 

it emerged out of the war situation. Stalin certainly will not change his 
policy. He will ¢o on absorbing the territories he had occupied with the 
consent of his former "allies" and will strain the resources of sussia and 

of his satellites to increase his military strength. Nor can the ‘Jestern 
imperialists reconcile themselves with Stalin's obvious intention to make his 
control over Foland, astern Germany, Hungary, Czechoslovaiia, Rumania, 
North Korea and almost half of China permanent. Their efforts must be eventu- 
ally directed towards driving the Stalin gang out of all these "bait" terri- 
tories and finally out of Leningrad, lioscow, Caucasus and Siberia. Thus both 
sides are heading toward what might well be destruction of parts of “urope 

and Asia, and considerable devastation of the United States, The military 
men of the bourgeoisie no longer speak with confidence of the prospect of a 
quick and casy victory. On October 7, 1949, a few days after the news about 
Stalin's atomic explosion, Admiral A.i/, Radford in testimony before Congress 
stated that there was "no cheap casy way to win a war." Atomic war would be 
more costly to the masses than all the previous wars put together, The New York 
Times commented editorially on October 9, 199: "The A-bomb is not just another 
man=killer, It is a weapon of terrific implications which re devoutly hope will 
never have to be used. Its use would be almost an act of desperation since the 
effect at best would be to win a victory whose results would themselves be hor 
rible and of long duration," 


Vas sp destruction of the civilian population of Hiroshima "an act of 
~~ - bs ica iy - ‘ ° s : . 
adel eae Jjuld the Amcrican imerialists hesitate to drop the bomb on 
7 Se . i 35 Rake iz is, ‘4 : 
woscow or Leningrad? Hardly. And for that matter, neither would Stalin have 
qualms of conscience in sending his planes to blow up New York or Vashington. 


If the Western imperialists vroved by destroying Hiroshima and Nagasaki 
that they are capable of killing directly thousands, of school children, patients 
in hospitals, doctors, nurses, mothers with their infants, helnless aged, with 
one terrible blow, Stalin proved that he was equally capable of perpretrating 
such "horoic" decds, albeit, thus far, through indirect, treacherous methods. 


8. Forces That Block The Way Out For The Vorld Tolling masses 

Since every existing political tendency today officially takes the stand 
against war, one would conclude that the danger of var is more imaginary than 
real. Thinking people, however, as a result of observation of previous wars, 
know that most of the "opposition" to war is sheer humbug and a great deal of 
this "opposition" is either self-dclusion or a conscious cover up for preparations 
for ware The Stalin burocrats, protesting the war policy of the bourgeoisie, 
conceal the truth about "concessions" he had received from the representatives 
of the bourgeois powersy Churchill and Roosevelt. Stalin know that the bour- 
geoisie will never, no matter how high the stack of his atomic bombs may grovy 
allow him to keep the territories which they had agreed he should occupye On 
the other hand, he will never relinquish these lands even at the threat of a 
tomic destruction of the world. Consequently, people who approve and defend 
Stalin's grip on the territories "ceded" to him at Yalta, Tcheran and Potsdam, 
and people that back the bourgeoisie in its aim to press Stalin to give up the 
tconcessions'' arc attaching themselves to the powers that are furthering the 
march toward an appalling catastropne. 


The Communist Partics recruit supporters to Stalin's war aims which are, 
thus far, confined to retaining what he had received from Churchill and Roosc~ 
velt, and grab more of China while the grabbing is not apparently opposed by 
the Western imperialists; and the Socialist Partics and Labor Partics gather 
the anti-Stalin masscs around the bourgeois governments, These political forces 
within the working class, under the guise of fighting for the preservation of 
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i i i ism wi jali i lity are misguiding 
eace and for displacing capitalism with Socialism, in real g ing 
EF eu the SAbIee population of the planet toward the very catastrophe which 

they say they are seeking to prevent. 


Within the workers'camp there are political tendencies claiming opposition 
to both Stalin and Social Democracy. The most influential of these tendencies is 
represented by the Trotsky movement consisting in the main of the Cannon and the 
Shachtman sectors. The Cannon Socialist ‘orkers Party, pretending independence , 
is politically a branch of the Russian burocracy, and actually ties its followers 
to Stalin, The central position which makes the SYP a Stalin-supnorting organi- 
zation is "unconditional defense of the Soviet Union" disguised under the correct 
phrases of strugsle for the destruction of the Stalinist burocracy. In connection 
with the atomie bomb the Cannon leadership points only to one culprit, the ‘festern 
imperialists; 


"Control of this new titanic force for good or evil is indeed the crucial 
question for all humanity. But it is not a question of whether this force 

is to be controlled through the imperialist—dominated United Nations, It 

is whether the international working class can wrest control of atomic energy 
away from the monopolists and profiteers. 

"Humankind is faced with a choice of life and death, Only world socialism 
the international planned and cooperative ecoromy of the free and equal- can 
Snatch the atom bomb from the hands of the imperialist varmakers and destroyers. 
Truman's announcement of the atomic explosion in the USSR is an alarm signal 
for the workers of America and the world- either international socialism or 
atomic annihilation." (The Militant, October 3, 1919 p. 1) 


The Gannon leadership glosses over the fact that in Stalin's hands the 
A-bomb is just as deadly to mankind as it is in. the hands of the bourseoisie. 


Stalin is merely on the other side of the situation involving him and the 
Western imperialists, but he is as much a warmaker and destroyer as they are, and 
his demagogy among the international working class occupies a far more important 
key position. There will be instead of world socialism, ruin and desolation if 
the A-bomb remains in the hands of both the bourgeoisie and Stalin! By impli- 
cation the Cannon leadership apmroves the Stalinist A-bomb, centering its ob- 
jection only on the bourgeois A-bomb. ; 


The Shachtman policy of finding a way from the nresent terrible pass is to 
build "an independent union of the countries of ‘Jestern Europe." Such organization 
presumably, would prevent the American and British imperialists and Stalin from 
plunging the world into a war! And who is Shachtman's choice for building such 
a "unions"! No less than the loyal supporter of British imperialism, br. Bevin] 

As Foreign Minister of "His lajesty's Government, Bevin has proven a bitter and 
effective campaigner against Stalin in the interests of world imperialism: 


"Only if the European peoples find a way of expressing themselves independently 
of these forces will they be able to avoid being swept into a war from which | 
they have nothing to gain and everything to lose, 


"Such a way, Comrade Shachtman pointed out, would be the formation of an in= 
dependent union of the countries of ‘iestern Eurone. By combining their eco- 
nomic, political and intellectual resources, he felt, they could represent a 
force strong enough. to free themselves from both imperialisms, Such a union 
he added, must not allow outworn bourgeois nationalistic institutions to stand 
in the way of the tremendous social progress it would make possible. 


"In this connection it is a crime, the Speaker Said, that the leadership for 
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such a union is being taken by representatives of reaction like Churchill and not 
by leaders of the labor movement like Bevin. Shachtman cited this as only one of 
the many opnortunites for social leadership that have been missed by the official 
Seah leadership in the Western European countries." (Labor Action, Oct. 10, 199 
\ecigele 


The lines of division of work between Cannon and Shachtman are obvious: 
Cannon ties his followers to the Stalin burocracy; Shachtman attaches his to the 
British and American bourgeoisie. 


9. The Key Elements In Developing The Struggle Against The Forces of War. 


There is no other social force that can prevent war than the working class 
leading the peasantry and the urban petty-bourgeoisie. This class together with 
the rest of mankind is split up organizationally into numerous groups but politi- 
cally it is divided between two camps, -one led. by Stalin, the other by the western 
imperialists. Under these circumstances to keep reveating the old cliche that 
Socialism will eliminate ills including war becomes an opiate because the Stalinist 
and Sociai-Democratic burocracies use this very cliche to win the confidence of 
the workers. Superficial "criticism" of the policies of Stalin and Social Demo- 
cracy, as practised by the Trotsky leaders, is not only useless but, as the hise 
tory of the last three decades teaches, is misleading and harmful because it 
leaves the criminal character of Stalin and Social-Democracy unexposed. 


Historically the Stalin movement is of decisive importance because it 
corrals those workers who want to repeat the Bolshevik Revolution on a world 
scale, not realizing that the Bolshevik Revolution set up a burocratic system 
of power. This is the case in France and Italy, where millions of workers parted 
from the Social-Democratic betrayers and fell into the trap of Stalinist betrayers. 
Stalin has kept- his burocrats from leading these masses to the overthrow of capi- 
talims in those countries because he feared that the movement might get out of 
his hands, Even in the Balkans, premature withdrawal of his Russian Army could 
imperil his control, as the Tito development proved, Only when Stalin is sure 
that the control of the movement will remain in his hands, does he order his fol- 
lowers to take over power as in China, 


To break away the Stalinist workers from their burocratic leaders, and 
therefore forestall the danger of atomic suicide of mankind, it is necessary to 
explode the lie that the October Revolution introduced workers democracy. There 
was never workers democracy in Bolshevik Russia. Stalin was made dictator of the 
entire South Russia as early as Spring 1918! Burocratic dictators do not arise 
out of proletarian-democratic soil, There is an authentic decree, signed by 
Lenin, establishing the Stalin dictatorship. Since the regime at that time (1918) 
was under the guidance of the Lenin-Trotsky team, Trotsky's share of responsibility 
is obvious, In January 1923 after Stalin had acquired enormous nersonal power, 
Lenin wrote his famous letter, the popularly called Testament, in which he reversed 
his previous policy on Stalin and urged his removal from power. Trotsky and’ other 
leaders conspired with Stalin to hide the Testament from the workers, and in. 1925 
Trotsky openly before the entire world, declared that all talk about Lenin's"Pes~ 
tament" was a lie. These incriminating facts, and a thousand more, are either 
concealed and denied by the Trotsky leaders of all persuasions or are circumvented 
with "explanations." The Trotsky leaders thus cover up the roots and essence of 


Stalin's power, (See our pamphlet, The Trotsky School of Falsification, Parts 1 


and 121.) 


The workers.who follow Cannon and Shachtman represent the lever in the 
task of wrenching the broader advanced stratum from the grip of the Stalin buro~ 
cracy. These workers, subjectively, have broken not only with capitalism but 


-B~ 


also with the Kremlin and the Socialist burocracy. To win vie SE ee 
uous objective support to the Kremlin (Cannon) and to Socia - emocra y P oa ’ 
it is necessary to unfold before their mind the political panorana of the Se 
and the near past of the Trotsky leadership, to expose the burocratic clique ae S 
within the American Communist Party bettcen the Lovestonc-Wolfe gang and the Foster 
Cannon allianco for control of the organization; to bring to their knotledge the 
norse-deeals Cannon and Shachtman, after becoming Trotskyites, mace with shady 

trade union burocrats, with Browder's stooges, with various 'progressivell fakers, 
with volitical adventurers like liustc; to expose their conscious betrayal of the 
massos in the Civil ‘Jar in Spain, to make unaistakeably clear the treacherous po- 
litics of the Cannon anc Shachtman leadership who, like a cancer that goes down 
into the grave with its victim, willerather perish in the ruins of atomic wartare 
than permit their own unmasking and their consequent political oxtermine-ion. 
lutionary Part; 


10. The Vorkers League For A Revo 


The group which calls itself the WLRP originatod through a2 subjcctive and 
organizational break first with Stalin's and later with his Trotskyist sup- 
porters. However, objectively the group, originally under its scicntifically 
incorrect name (Leninist Leaguc), despite al the good intentions of its mom 
bers, remained for a long time in the net of Stalin. I+ wes only throusa tre 
process of painstaking research and sclf-cnlightonment in cumulative sequence 
that the group was able to oxtricate itself also objectively from the Stalin 
orbit. The steady progress was achieved through open and fra’: changes of vicws 
from those proven false by the investigation to those substantiated as correct 
by material evidence. verything was subjected to criticism. Uecro~worship was 
east off, the name "Leninist" was discarded when it became clear that Lenin's 
policies were burocratic and Russian nationalist not only after Octobsr but even 
before 1917 (exaimles: article defending burocratic cemntrelism in 1903, "One Step 
Forward, Two Steps Back", Selected Vorks Vol II pel05; article "On The National 
Pride of the Great Russians, Collected Works Vol XVIII p.99, ctc.) And evon 
Marx and Znsels were brought uncer scrutiny, and much that devéloped in the 
Social Democratic and Bolshevik movement was traced to marx! tactics. It became 
abundantly plain that blind, religious attitude towards leaders is a millstme 
around the neck of the proletariat. 


The VL&P accents only those ideas and theories the validity of which has 
been tested in the crucible of history. It rejects the slogan of supnort to the 
Stalin-ruled State whether this support is conditional, unconditional or so-called 
revolutionary, It rejects entanglement with or supnort to any and evury tendency 
which in one way or another upholds the rule of the bourgeoisie. 

The WLRP rejects such entrapping schoies as "an independent union of the 
countris? of Western surope" offered by Shachtman or "United States of the World"! 
delusion, for in a situation whore there is more than one Statc, social, cco-= 
nomic and political strife and military contests are inevitable whethor the States 
are "united" as was very recently Tito's Yugoslavia and Stalin's USSR, or divided : 
as most of them are and only can bo. Instead of the roactionary proposals of ’ 
maintaining a multi-State system of society, the WLRP advances the position of 
establishing Of UiLD Stalk to ronlace the Stalin and bourgeois states. This 
state will establish one sysvcm of cconomy, without burocrats and without private 
owners of industry, under workers! control democratically administering all 
economy and state. This state can materialize only if the prolotariat goes ever 
to this position and struggles against any multi-State vrorcran whether he b . 
geois "United States of the World" or the Stalin-Trotsla so asa Lod tts i oe 
Pg RE oe CS OL KY So-called "Union of 
Socialist Sovict Renublics." 
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if _in reply to the physical At omic bomb vossessed by Stalin anc tho bourgoisic 
- the WLRP advances a nolitical. atomic bomb of exnosure to tin the proletariat for 
As + 


> 
c 


the rosram of at sas ugle orld Ven OCie ie} ; Sta ; ‘el oO 
; : Hs : “ ; ¥ in aAvLLS orkers DHbAabE to b al en ~ 
p ! 5 UEC the long OV erdue 


George Marlen 


- 


THE TITO TRAP 


With the advent of the "Tito retellion" the Trotsky Leaders have ad-pted them- 
selves to this new élement in the vorld situation. Tito is the leader of a 
"party" tremendously larger than the whole "Fourth International." But, still 
more important, Tito is the leader of a state, an army, an economy, a police 
force. Taugit.by Trotskyisn, in its "French Turn," its trade union Tees trades, 
its "Lavovr to Power," its French "CP-SP-CGT to power maneuvres to regard num 
bers, rater than proletarian clarity, as the criterion of success, tie advanced 
anti-Stelin ~orker, disgusted by the effects of Staiinism, seeks to clutch at 
any strav’ as a form of seeming "opposition" to Stalinism. 


The Trotskyist leadership seeks to-condition the workers under its influence to 
a Tito orientation. On July 13, 1948 the International Secretariat of the 
Fourth International addressed "An Open Letter to the Congress Central Com 
mittee and Membersof the Yugoslav Communist Party." (ily italics, Ed.). The very 
first word of this letter is significant: "Comrades." However, on July 5,1948, 
before the burocrat Tito was openly attacked by the Cominform burocrats, the 
Militant, USA organ of the Fourth International, wrote: 
shady 

"Tito knows no other school of politics than Stalinism. The hands of this/ 
adventurer drip with the blood of hundreds of Yugoslav Trotskyists and other 
pilitants wnom he murdered suning the civil war in Yugoslavis. He began his 
service as a purger of Stalin's political opponents as far back as 1928.... 
Everywhere his specialty vas purging Trotskyists.' It was precisely in this 
Capacity as an unquestioning and willing tool of the GPU that Tito was permit- 
ted to rise to the top." 


Yet just cight days later the top flunkeys of this "shady adventurer," this 
'mourderer of Trotskyists," tuis "“illing tool of the GPU," and the "willing 
tool" himself (a member of the Congress and a member of tiie Central Committee) 
become ---- "comrades." 


But,. it may be argued, the situation-was changed by the "Tito rebellion" be- 
coming known at large. There are several considerations with regard to this. 
The first is that the correct statements with regard to the role of Tito did 
not ‘suffer a sea change into something rich and strange" by Trotskyist sloggeh+- 
of-hand. But still more irrefutable proof exists that at least the American 
Trotskyist leadership knew what they were doing. In the Militant of July 19, 
1948, three weeks after the emergence into public of the "Tito rebellion,” 

one week after the open letter to the "comrades," the following appears: 


"Tito and Stalin went the workers to choose between them----Regardless 
of what Tito and Stalin want, the workers will surely reject this trap of 
choosing between the type of gold braid worn in Belgrade as against the type 
Stalin prefers in the Kremlin." (My italics, Hdj,). 
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Let us recapitulate at this point. Before the Cominform openly attacked Tito 
she T rotsky leaders recognized publicly that he was a GPU murderer who"lmows 
no other school of politics than Stalinism." After the Cominform blast, this 
same leadership characterized the fight between Stalin and Tito as a scrap 
between rival burocrats and warned the workers of the Tito trap. In the inter- 
im they salute Tito and his stooges as "comrades." 


But, again it may be argued, that we are making too much of the superscription 
of the letter, that it is the content that is decisive. Apart from the fact 
that it is somewhat "strange" to address "shady adventurers," "burocrats," 
“willing GPU tools" and “murderers of Trotskyists" as"comrades," we will not 
further dwell on this point, but will examine this letter in more detail. In 
this connection we wish to state that the whole letter is published in the 
August 1948 number of the Fourth International, we urge all readers of this 
article to read it in full. After stating the shock which was caused by the 
public avout-face of the Stalinists the letter continues: 


"The servility with which most of the leadership of the Communist parties 
have carried out the orders handed down from above is suf~asséa@ only by their 
evident dishonesty. Your party is accused of 'lack of democracy.'" “ 


It is significant that the authors of this letter use quotes around "lack of 
democracy." The intention is obvious, to imply the absurdity and "dishonesty' 
of such a charge, Without saying so in so many words and thereby exposing the 
authors to confrontation with their own previous words. Nowhere in this docu-~ 
ment is the real lack of democracy in Tito's party brought out. Already the 
Trotsky leadersnip begins to pull its followers into what it characterized 
later as the "trap." A little further down, after telling the Tito burocrats 
in a'comradely" though somewhat patronizing tone. of the burocratic nature of 
the Cominform and the Russian Communist Party (remember this is addressed to 
the top flunkeys of the man who "began his service as a purger of Stalin's 
political opponents as far back as 1928" according to The Militant of eight 
days before) the Trotsky leaders note: 


"The evil you have suddenly discovered, however, has existed for a 
long time." 


Now, just wnat was this "suddenly discovered evil"? We can do no better than 
refer to the already quoted Militant of the very next week. The "evil" vas the 
desire of the Russian burocrats to subordinate the Yugoslav burocrats! 


Continuing, as if they were talking to misguided but subjectively revolutionary 
workers instead of to hardened burocrats "knowing no other school than Stalin— 
ism," the letter launches into a long explanation of the "degeneration" of the 
Russian burocrats. Wo have exposed elsewhere this oxplanation which is nothing 
else than a Trotsky concoction covering up his own role in the Stalinist de- 
velopment. After several paragraphs of this nature wo come to the decisive, 
the political section of the letter, under the subheading: "That Road ‘Till You 
Follow'. This section should be examine. vory carefully for it is here that 
the "Tito trap" is really sprung: 


oll 


"Comrades (sic-Ed.), your Congress which is about to meet, the delegates 
which vill compose it, and the thousands of communist me~bers vhom they will 
represent, find themselves on this. day folloving the Cominform resolution 
against your party, confroating decisions of truly historical import. Three 
roads are open to you and you must choose one of them." (Italics mine, Dds). 


Let us dvell on this a moment. The delegates to the Tito Congress, the ouro- 
crats greeting Tito with the same Byzantine adulation that their Russian céun- 
terparts give to Stalin are told that three roads are open to them. what are 
these roads? 
“Tae first road~--to maintain a complete monolithic unity 
with the policies and ideology of the Russian Communist Party." 


"A second road will certainly be suggested (sic Zd.), consisting essen- 
tially of retiring into Yugoslavia, repelling the att.acks ad the eventual 
violence and provocations of the Cominform and its agents, and attempting to 
build ‘socialism! in your om country, while concluding trade relations with 
the powers of Eastern Zurope as well as with those of t..2 imperialist Vest. We 
will not conceal from you,Comrades, that we consider this second road just as 
pernicious as the first." 


This was and is the only road that national burocrats in a country where the 
bourgeoisie has been expropriated and political power usurped from the prole- 
letariat, could follow. We have already shown above that the Trotsky leader- 
ship knev this. But there is oven more definite progf.. The Trotsky leaders 
vere familiar with the reply of the Central Committ&s the Yugoslav Communist 
Party to the Cominform blast (June 29, 1948). They vere familiar with the 
fact that the whole leit-motiv of Tito's reply was his demand for a partner- 
ship in the Stalinist bloc and not merely a puppet's role. They vere famil- 
jar with the words of Tito's Central Committee which were as follows: 


"The Central Committee of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia considered 
and still considers that Yugoslav relationships towards the Soviet Union must 
be exclusively founded on a basis of confidence and sincerity---- 


"The Central. Committee of the Communist Party asserts that not one 
of its leaders considers tiat Yugoslavia in its struggle for construction of 
socialism and safeguarding of independence does not need help of countries of 
peoples democracy and the Soviet Union and only men who have lost all touch of 
reality could assert anvthing like it." (Italics mine-Hd. ). 


So,knowing the nature of the burocrats to whom they were talking, knoving not 
only that it vas impossible for them to follow any but the second road but 
also that they had already indicated in terms that even an avoved capitalist 
organ could understand that tney had chosen the second road (New_York Times 
editorial of June 50, 1948 on page 24), their only alternative to submission 
to Stalin, the Trotsky authors of the letter presented the fictitious alter- 
native of a third rvad: 


"The third road---socialist revolution---class 
struggle--Soviet democracy-~-workers and peasants militia 
---complete sovereignity of the factory committecs—-- 
genuine vorkers! control of production." 


pe 


Now the "Tito trap" is sprung. (Throughout We have pot Tito trap in cuotes 

to constantly rec2ll the reader's attention to the fact that it is quoted 
from the “ilitant article. of June 19,1948). By stating that such a ‘third 
road"is vossible for the Tvgoslav burocrats, despite the fact that the Trotskv 
leaders are bound to know that such a possibility is excluded by historical 
materialism ("being determines consciousness’), the Trotsky leaders directly 
pull the unvary workers into the “trap” for which they had conditioned them 
by their previous betrayals. This is on a par with the soreading of the il- 
lusion that the Labour arty of Britain can bring abovt Socialism, that the 
colonisl bourgeoisie wages some sort of anti-imperislist struggle, etc. Ina 
word, it is like telling the armament manufacturers that they ought to stop 
turning ovt bombs and cannon or exhorting the proprietors of bawdy houses on 
the advantages of chastity. 


“hy? .lt.dis notignorance, as te heve already shovm from. their omn statements. 
What, then, vas the purpose of the "Open Letter to the Comrades of the Congrees 
and the Central Committee"? The authors of the letter themselves let the cat 
out of the bag: 


ue 


“illions of vorkers throughout the world are today profoundly disgusted 
with the volicies and methods used by the present leaders of the Cominform. Un- 
willing to pass over into the imperialist camp in any gvice -hatever, they 
vainlv seek a ne” Role of attraction, ea nev volitical leadership. Only the 


vanguard of this mags /at this time found the road tovard our organization, the 
Fourth International. Yon can become the mobilizati ig mass of 
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revolutionary workers and thus, with a single blov, completely change the vres-~ 
ent condition of paralysis ~ithin the vorld vorking-class movement, te strengle- 
hola of the agents of Washington and of the degenerated Russian bureaucracy 


And What 7ill "we" do? 


“Today it (the "Fourth International" Ed.) has sections in 35 different 
countries on all continents'--chant te salesmen of Trotskyism to make the 
deal attractive, "----Today it is launching in all countries a vast campaign 
protesting against the bureaucratic measures which the Cominform has taken 
against you." And then the promise "+---Tomorom it 7ill make your documents 
knomm in 20 different languages." 


Let us translate the above into ordinary politicesl language: Dear Comrade 
Tito. We knov that you are a nationalist burocrat with a family quarrel vith 
Stalin. We know that you have murdered our party comrades and that you are as 
afraid of proletarian revolution as is Stalin. We know that your only choice 
is either submission to Stalin or the "second road." As a matter of fact we 
knov that the "second road" is your only practical choice beesuse the Comin- 
form is ovt for your blood. And you understand that quite well. We know 
that you represent a trap for the revolutionary—minded workers. But we are 
inafix. se neod a mobilization point and you are it. You need an inter- 
national machine. “e have thirty five parties and ~e are already lining the 
boys vp for you and, tomoro, ill print your stuff in twenty languages. But, 
what is most important, continue the hucksters, here is the giant jackpot. To 
show you what good fellows we are, in advance, and without your paying a 
cent, ve have already instilled in the heads of our followers the illusion 
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hat you could take a third road, a r-r-revolutionary road. 


a rrels of covrse, can not consider anv overtures from the Trotsk:rites. Ee had 
already gained from the Open Letter all that ne could possibly gain politically 
and could only lose by an Open Letter of his own. In addition he was astute 

erroug: to know that organizationally he had nothing to look forward to in 

the “Fourth International." Instead he counted on the centripetal tendencies 
of the nationalist burocrats in the Russian sattelite countries and the tendency 
of workers revolting against Russianis~ to gravitate in his direction. A 
symptomatic indication of t*e latter was shomm early this year wien a split-off 
from the SED (German Stalinist Party), the "Free Communist Party of Germany" 
initiated its life by sending greetings to Tito. In addition Tito, compelled 
to seek imperialist aid due to a covbination of hie non-revolutionary base and 
the Stalinist blockade, refrained from forming an open Tito centre in order not 
to ovenly give a handle to those elements in the imperialist countries who op- 
pose economic aid to Yugoslavia. 


But the silence of Tito did not deter the Trotsky burocrats from continued 
support. As late as September 15, 1949, the Militent reported a specch of 
Michael Bartell, Socialist Workers Party candidate for Mayor of New York, in 
which he said: 


"The banner of revolt has beon raised in Belgrade by Tito, a man who 
supported Stalin against Trotsky---Tito is no Trotskyist, but we are not nev- 
tral in this fight, for regserdless of Tito's personal motives, the pover behind 
his revolt springs from the desire of the Yugoslav masses for genuine social- 
ist freedom." (Specch of August 24, 1949). 


The line of the Schachtran Trotskyites, the Independent Socialist League,is a 
more subtle line of support to the bloody butcher of Belgrade. They commenced 


in September 1948, in their magazine The New International with an exposure 
of the contradictions and fakery of the officiel Fourth International, the 


organ of the Cannon Trotskyites. But the orientation of Schachtran on Anglo- 
Ancrican imperialism as the lesser evil to Russia forced him as in the case of 
Germany, Trioste, and Poland, to some support of Yugoslavia inas~uweh as Tito 
was being forced objectively into a position of unvilling reliance on imperial- 
igm. Eaving exposed the Stalin-orientcd Fourth International for its incon- 
sistencies and domnright dishonesty, Schachtman was vrecluded from folloving 
the same line. But in labor Action of September 12, 1949, the ISL leadership 
squared the circle by an interesting tour de force in an article entitled 


"Tiree Lines on Tito; Footnotes on Politics": 


"To support Tito as against “loscow's drive to crush Yugoslav national 
independence is one thing. To whitewash him is another. Independent Social- 
ists wero quite willing to give military support even to a hangman like Chiang 
Kai-shek as against Japan's pre-Torld-“ar II assaults on China's national in- 
dependence. But we are not prepared to gild totalitarian dictators merely be~ 
cause of a new line up in tie imperialist cold war. 


It is difficult to say which is more repulsive to an honest proletarian revolu~ 
tionary, the attempt of the official Trotskyists to paint Tito as a potential 
revolutidnist as a justification for support, or the cynical implication of 
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the ISL leadership that they will support Tito's national burocratic oppression 
and exploitation of the Yugoslav toilers without benefit of gilt. 


What should be the position of a real revolutionist with regard to the Tito 
trap? We sibmit that the only political tendency presenting a correct re- 
volutionary line on this question has been our own. From the very beginning 
we pointed out that the “Tito rebellion” was the rebellion of a burocrat 
pushed into a corner and fighting for his burocratic life, for the Prpent. 

of the Tito burocratic usurpers to exploit and oppress the Yugoslav masses 
without sharing with the Russian burocracy. We pointed out that any supvort 
to Tito vas support to counter-revolution and this has been confirmed by 


history. 


-15~ 


DRITISE TROTSKYITES ENTER THZ LABOUR PARTY! 


The Revolutionary Communist Party (British Section of the 4th Inter- 
national) no longer exists. At their Whitsun Conference it was decided by a 
majority vote of 1& to 8 to dissolve the British Trotsky organisation and in- 
struct the »members to enter the Labour Party individually. Both factions, the 
pro-entry/anetvntty faction are dissolved, with no voice yet raised sy the 
minority against this dissolution. As advanced workers are aware, this Trotsky- 
ite tactic of dissolving, and entering the Socisl Democracy is no new phenomen— 
on. The best known example of this is "The French Turn" when Leon Trotsky led 
his followers back into the ranks of the Second International in the period 
1934-6. Trotsky's own prejudgement of such a course can be seen from the following: 


"Ts it possible to reform or rene the Second International, preveded 
by crimes and treacheries? The Yar and all post-war events answer:'I’o!'...Social 
Democracy is devoted body and soul to tie bourgeois. regime." (The ‘filitant, 
‘March 31, 1934.) 


In spite of this knowledge Trotsky had no hesitation twelve months later 
in liquidating what he claimed to be the independent working class force into 
a tail of the Social Democracy. 


Trotskyism being a branch of Stslinism marks its course within the ~rork- 
ing class movement with a pattern of vitra-right and ultra-left zig-zags, 
similar to those of Stalinis~. 


In the case of the present entry of the British Trotskyites there is not 
the same direct relationship as set forth above. Over a long period Haston and 
he other leaders of the British Trotskyites have advanced the policy of “Labour 
to pover.“ Sinee the election of 1945 they have given support to the Labour 
Government at every stage of its programme. Practically every issue of tne 
Socialist Appeal proves this contention but we g@&ve below some characteristic 
examples: 


Nivery Labour worker knows what vould have been the disastrour con- 
secuences had the Tories come to nover...They (the Labour Government - A-P., 
T.F.a.) have carried out the programme of nationalisation og coal, railvays, 
gas, electricity and the nationalisation of steel/projected for tne coming 
sessions of Parliament. All these have been opposed by the Tories." (Social- 
ist Appeal, March 1948). 


To measure the "progress" of "these progressive steps" @#e can read the 
Liberal News Chronicle for June 23rd, 1949,here it is reported that the 
National Coal Board in 1948, second year of nationalisation made a profit of 
21,700,000. Actual operating profit made by the col ieries last year as 
116.2 million but the board had to pay out 2 12; million in interim income 
payments to former owmers and a further } 3,136,836 in interest payments. A 
very “progressive step’ -- for the coal owners.Yet, tho Trotsky leaders told 
the workers:" On January lst the Railvay industry became nationalised. This 
eveht is welcomed by the railvay vorkers and the entire trade union movement 
... The Nationalisation of transport undovbtedly constitutes a progressive 
step." (Socialist Appeal, January 1948). 
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The constant repetition in the pages of the Socialist Appeal of tnueir 
line of support to the Labour Government by the Trotsky leaders nad the effect 
of confusing many of the Trotsky workers into belief of the myth that the labor 
Governvent was beginning a social revolution. Haston's Political Bureau 
majority developed this in the form that the workers were tightly anchored to 
the Labour Party and that therefore the R.c.P. should be dissolved and its 
members individually enter the L-P. 


This met with considerable opposition among the more advanced Trotsky 
workers. Zven the vote at the conference shows that a consideryvle vortion of 
he membership vas opposed to entry desvite the fact thet the majority. had 
control of their press and organisation, and also despite the fact that little 
time or opportunity vas given for pre-conference discussion of the d’.cision 
to enter. 


he. reaction to the Conference decision is strikingly shown in Glasgow 
where several Trotskyite vorkers have not only declared their opposition to 
entry but have also stated that they intended to re-examine the whole question 
as a tendency. That it is not only a question of entry but still more a 
question of the basically opportunist line of the British Trotskyite leader- 
ship is shovn by the latters equally vigorous support of the Stalinist rape of 
Czechoslovakia. 


The british members of the V.L.R.F. are tnontacting rank and file Trotsky- 
ists and are trying to help them clarify their position. In this struggle of 
a section of the Trotsky workers to break vith their leadership and seek the 
road to the building of a genuine world revolutionary party we are convinced 
that they will find their main weapon in the line of the ~.L-R.P. Advanced 
Trotsky tvrorkers in Britain have arrived at similar political conclusions to 
ours. This shows the 2.C.P. members and members of the ¥.L.2.P. Those 
comrades in Britain desiring either material for this discussion or further 
contact ith a representative of the YLRP should address themselves to C.P. 
Stanton, 10 Raeverry Street, Glasgow, Scotland. 


Arthur Priest 
Thomas Harden 


(England) 
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SRYTISH TROTSKVITES GASsT STALINIST 2° SLAVE [2rT. OF 
CZECHOSLOVAKIA 


Under front page headlines of "Cavitalists Routed in Czechoslov=kia" 
the .arch 194@ Socialist Appesl (official organ of the Revolutionary Com 
munist Party; British vr irotskyites) greeted tne Stalinist coup in Czecneslo- 
vakia. The article which was written by Jock Easton, General secretary or 
the R.O«P., stated; 


MAS. 'C.20 (7 press, te crisis in Czecsoslovsxiea 1s coming to a cl: 
-enes Aas canitulated. and accepved tne full demands of Gottwald, the leader 
of tne Communist Party. This completes the nationalisation of the means of 
production of tae country, wita the a i ape OF vetty enterprise, and con- 
stitutes an important victory for the working class." (‘fy emphasis, 4A. =.). 


Tae article goes on to describe the "shettered noves of the imperialists” 
resulting from tne Czechoslovak events. Zaston dravs attention to tne Stalin- 
ist tactics waich preceeded the coup; the appointment by tie Stalinist ‘finister 
of tne Interior of Stalinists to key pcsitions in the police force and all the 
Otner familiar infiltration met:ods e~ploved by the Russian bureaucracy. The 
article continues: 


MUG accoraine tO atl reports, Otrer than from Stalinist sources, it 
seemed that at tne forthcoming elections scheduled to take place in April 
(1948 A.P.), tne Stalinists would not have gained supvort and, in fact, wmignt 
nave lost. Faced wita tris possibdility, which would save vndoubdtedly strengta— 


ened tie hands of capitalist reaction, the Stalinists discovered a tot. axe 
went on tae offensive." (Ibid., My emphasis, A.?.) 


Tae object of the British Trotskyite leaders to rapresent the rave ofthe 
Czechoslovak workers oy tue Stalinist forces as a victory for tne working cless 
over the capitalist reaction is oovious from the above auotations. Easton greets 
the victory of tne Stalinists over capitalist reaction out has nothing to say of 
the victory of the counter revolutionary Stalinist Dureaucracy waich how ties tae 
Czech workers under its vicious bDonds. He continues; 


W"7en it seemed that Preside..t Benes “as: hesitating about signing the 
demands of Gottwald, and when i iis hesitation gave courage to the middle class 


and gave rise to- tne possibility of strest fighting, tre Stalinists organized 
strike action, called tae yorkers onto tze streets, and armed tne worzers militia. 
A hundred thousand worxers arched tnrough the streets of Fraguse, brushing aside 
the much smaller denonstration of students." (Ibid., “wv ev~phasis, Beret 


The scarcely veiled admiration of the Trotsky leaders towards Stalin's 
successful Czechoslovak maneuvres is ooviovs. The fact tat the Czecn worxers 
have been handed over to tne most vicious, counter revolutionary ruling clique 

all history is welcomed in tais article by Jock Haston as "an important vic- 
tory for the working class." Haston's line is an attempt to tle tne sudjectively 
honest Trotsky workers into support of tre Stalinist bureaucracy's rape of tae 
Czechoslov-k workers. To add color, Easton paints a picture of "revolutionary" 
events brovgut about by the counter revolutionary Stalinists. 
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“Although the movement vas engineered from above, and while tne Stalin- 
ists hed complete control from beginning to end, it is apvarent that tne “asses 
vere dram into the movement and enthusiastically folloved tne lead given. Any 
resistance on the part of tne supporters of capitalism, wovld not only nave 
been crushed by the army and tie police but wovld have met the full weignt of 
the organised mass of the vorking class." (Ibid.). 


By high-lighting the support gained by the Stalinists from the workers 
Haston seeks to reoresent the Czechoslovak St:linist bureaucrats as the leaders 
of a podular mass movement. Wovnere does he drav attention to the Stalinist 
tactic of using the cless conciousness of the workers for the counter revolu- 
tion ary aims of the bureaucracy. By represeiting Gottvald ss the leader of 
a vopulsr uprising of the Czech workers, Haston seeks to tie the sudjectively 
anti-Stalin workers back to support of Stalin. It-is significant thet Easton 
adornes his article, ~hich-is in essence but a eulogy of tie Stalinist Czecno- 
slovak coup, with a photograpn of the Stalinist murderer. Gottwald. Haston 
continues: + 


"To complete the movement, Comrittzes of Action vere brought into being 
in the factories and vere called on to prevent any sabotage by the cavitalist 
managenent aud to assist the carrying out of tie process of nationzliz-tion.# (Ibid. ; 


Haston soeaks of Stalinist controlled "Councils of Action" as overating 
in tne interests of the workers. by deliber-tely failing to point out the 
anti-vorking class role of Stalinist-dominated "Councils of Action," Haston 
seeks to “hitevash their role in the enslavement of the Czechoslovak workers 
under Stalin's yoke. 


"As an aftermath of the movenent in the cities, it is reported thet 
100,000 Communist peasants are to meet to demand land reform. Thus, the 
movement in the cities to complete the abolition of private enterprise was 
followed by a movement among the poor peasantry to complete the revolution 
Onitice (ands a GED P dis). 


An honest advanced worker might expect sore outline of the role of 
Stalin's bearocracy in tne subjection of the peasantry but no -- and in case 
the British Trotskyite workers should think that Easton's sunport of Stalin's 
tactics only anvlies to Czecnoslovekia -- he hastens to assure tem: 


"Faced vith a sivilar situation in Britain, class conscious workers 
would obviously throw themselves ~hole-he=rtedly behind the nationalising of 
the nev sections of industry. They vovld participate in tne Committees of 
Action to purge the industries of managers and directors hostile to purge the 
industries of mansgers and directors hostile to socialisation" (Ibid.) 


Note the subtle introduction of the word "socialisation" as distinct 
from nationalis>tion.” 


In case tis poisonous line shovld taste unpalatable to the advanced 
workers wn0 are hostile to Stalinis’, Haston rusnes to sugar the bitter pill. 


"At the same time, they (the class conscious vorkers referred to inthe 
above quote,A.P.,) would fight against any attempt to limit the democracy of 
the workers from above; fight every attempt to eliminate working class op- 
position to Stalinist policies ond intimidation." (Ibid.) 
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“After greeting the advance of Stalinist slavery over t:e Czech and 
Slovak workers, Haston goes on to st-te that the British worlers should support 
such a Stalinist ~eneuver should it take place in Britein. Heston knows that the 
Victory of such Stalinist tactics whether in Czeczoslovakia or in Britein means 
the stifling of the class conscious workers, mea.s Pass liters! murder of “the ad-= 
Vanced guard, Means the introduction of tie most vicious form of tyranny known to 
history. While declaring his solidsrit: wita the ee oduction of Stalinist con— 
trol Easton Zaston hypocritieslly calls for a fight against the destraction of 
democracy under the very system he calls on the workers to suport. 


NBEVARS OF T Fore ee 
"To prevent a similar pin ae he ual Bea ee to that which das 
taken place in Russia, wosrelthe. Gre. Us tie ssuprese ne ruler, with the monstrous 
frare-up trials of old Communists as part of the 3rocess “of destroying all gee 
POsition, the Czecn workers mst exercise tremendous vigilance to guard an im 
their traditions and ageeies of workers!’ democrec. “he abolition of ty re = 
ting up of wor-cers! | courts and a public securits force under “dire rect wor’ er st 


control, whi, be an essential te got. (/ Wesoiriicers rst corps and the ‘existing police 
force whllo wave to be dest: ae WiUnless the Wor cers tenaciously fient against all 
encrorci-ents from aoove it is inevitable t--+ tie future activities of tre Stalin- 
aSts wii llicrucnh political lite an Czechoslovikin in the-sse toteliteridamice as 
in Russie. “In tne final analysis, thie vill devend*upon the regjetence of the 
Czeca eS themselvés and. the assistanee they get Pam-aorkers from the 
Test ofPuce Sorlassie revolutionary Co -nunistPartr tress (tie Britisn tromkers to 
weep NO tears over tne Tout of tie roesnants of Czech capit-listm. Ona tae contrary, 


they must push forvard the exoropriation of tie capitalists at hove. U. 
rejoicing at the victory over the capitalists, trey mest save no illusions as to 
their future under Sts-.inism. They must vigilantly intervene at everv cthreat- 
against thc Czech Social Democrats, Trotskvists and other sections of tie working 
class movement." (Ibid., Zmphasis in original, A.P.) 


Ges 
a1 
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After Handing over tre Czecn worzers to» ao states trat trey must 
“exercise tre-endous vigilance’ to guard their "“devocracy." To call for the abdol- 
2 LLOMe. Glo tts” Ge rales the formation of workers courts under workers! Sas oe us 
blatant Aypocricy. Haston knovs that once the Czech workers are in Stalin's grip 
nothing short of a political overthrow of Stalin's rule and its replacement by a 
revolutionary democratic proletsrian rule can oring avout treir liberty. Easton 
knew what would napoen to the Czech workers-wnaen St-lin moved to tigaten iis grip 
in Czeczoslovatias The problem was to take this dDltter pill palatable to the 
revolutionary workers smom Haston is addressing. Clearly playing on their anti- 
capitalist sentiments, Heston focuses attention on tue fact trat tre Czecn. cap- 
itealist forces have been routed. Maturally, this fret is bound to strike a re- 
sponsive chord among the Trotsky workers. 


“Mile Stalin's murdering hirelings hound the workers of Czechoslovakia, build 
tneir slave camps and destroy every Re he of persOmal and political freedan — 
Haston says that the "Revolutionary Communist Party" "urges the Sritisa workers 
to shed no tears over the rovt of the remnants of Ozecnr capitalism." But whilst 
"rejoicing at the victory over the capitalists" they must "“vigilantly intervene! 
at every threat against the Czech Social Democrats, etc. 


Haston's glib promises are intended to counteract any misgivings tnreTrotsky- 
ite workers might nave about tae terrible consequences tist vill inevitsdly ensve 
from Stalin's rule. By speaking of solidarity and "working class intervention" 


to protect Czech. liberty, Haston spreads the myth tat the Czech. workers cen 
be saved by such empty abstractions without being preceded by an overthro of 
Stalinism 3 d capitalis™. In this way Haston seeks to cover up his open support 
of Stalinism and by talking of protecting Czech workers liberty by “interven- 
tion " (this so-called intervention agzinst Stslinism is Geliberstely left wi th- 
out context),Haston pushes tue poison that Stalinism cen be stopped without the 
revolutionary action against all phases of Stalinist rule. Haston's real line 
of open suoport to Stalin's rule stands exposed. 


Ted Grant, leading British Trotskyite, in the April 1948 issue of the 
Socialist Appesl, returned to the treme of support to the Stalinists in Czecho- 
slovakia. 

"Por weeks the capitalist class of the world has been whimpering 
about tne measures token ageinst the capitalists in Czechoslovakie. The methods 
used by the Stslinists have been compared to the technicue of Hitler. Their 
propaganda is scturated through and through with capitalist hypocrisy."! 


Grant, like Haston, drev attention to the ~ass support gained by the 
Stalinists. Basing bis line on the nationalisation" of Czech industry Grant 
says: 

"The workers covld not but supnort the measures." "The peasants were 
solidly Dehind the reforns." "These are the progressive features sunported by 
the Trotskyists." "They are tne necessary economic foundation for a workers 
state." (Ibid. ) 

Grant admits that; 


"Javing used the pressure of the workers against the capitalist class, 
the Stalinists will dispense with all the elenents of workers control."(Ibid. ) 


When Jock Haston in tne larch 1948 Socialist Appeal greeted the Stalin- 
ist coup in Czechoslovakia as “an important victory for the working class" he 
made much of the so-called Councils of Action which were to assist in the proe 
cess of nationalisation. “riting one month later Ted Grant changes the tune: 


"The Czech authorities (i.e. the Stalinists,A.P.) have made a funda- 
mental distinction between the Action Comitteas set up by the workers and 
peasants and those appointed by the political parties from above. Although 
they are called by the same name there is a vast difference between the two. 
The Action Comiittees of the National Front appoints all the officials of the 
different parties, “hich is a caricature of democracy. They have made it 
clear that the Action Comittees will not play the role which the Soviets or 
Workers Committees played in the Russian Revolution in 1917."(Ibid.). 


Grant; Haston and all the other Trotsky leaders knov full well, as 
they knew 2HFOR2 the Czech events, that under Stalinism the role of workers 
and peasants Actior Committees would be f-rcical. This fact did not, and 
does not prevent the Trotsky leaders greeting the Stalinist grip on the 
Czechoslovak workers es "an important victory for the vorking class." 
After drawing attention to some of the abowinatioms of the Russian state 
abdparatus and comparing them with the more democratic ideals of the ad- 
vanced workers,Grant. says: 
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"Czechoslovakia under Stalinist lsadership “ill develop in the same 
direction. There will not be e process of the withering avay of the state, 
but a strengthening of the state apperatus and the u.F.U. gall the rights which 
tne -rorkers still possess vill be strangled and an uncontrolled pureaucracy 
will ride roughshod over the mssses as in Russia." (Ibid.) 


So much for the "importent victory for the working cless. Grant 
nurries to end on a note of optimism: “In the long run, the Czech workers “ill 
not tolerate a tyrainovs officirldom. Sxperience will teach them that Stalin- 
ism is not Communism. They will recognize tue anced to overthrow the burceu- 
cracy with its police sppsratus and establish their ot™m direct control of in- 
dustry and the state in a workers! democracy as ovtlined by Karl iarx."(Ibid.) 


Grant and Kaston and t e other Trotsky leaders serve their aster 
Stalin well. sy defending and anplauding the rape of the Czech workers es "an 
importang victory for the working class" sud covering up the buresucretic 
aes aaaemense of the Stalinst-te dy san of "In the long run" some-~time-—never 
the Stalinists vill be overthrovm by the Czech vorkxers, the Trotsky lesders 
seek to lead the gia workers Bra tae “ith Stalinisz dack to suport of 
the rotten Russian Nationalistic dureaucracr. 

The iay 1945 Socialist Appeal contsined a nevs item on the Stalinist 
"elections" in Czechoslov kis. After wointing out the crooked charecter of 
taese "elections" the S.A. st-ted: "Thus the election becoves a farce, a total- 
itarian plebiscite." Surely by any libertarion st ndards a crooked election is 
a violation of democracy? A violation of liberty? Haston »romised in the 
iaren 1946 Socialist Appeal "vigilant intervention" from the British workers 
at any attempt to violate tne democracy of tae Czech workers. “Ve csn se-rch the 
may 1948 S.A. in vain for any call to the Sritish vorkers from the 8.C.P. to 
intervene in tne violation of democracy represented by false elections in Cze- 
coslovakia. Wo further comment on Czechoslovak affairs appears in the pages 
of the Socialist Appeal until the mid-October 1948 issue when Bill Hunter 
wrote on the introduction of the Stalinist legal svstem into Czéechoslovekia; 


ee LA Orlis a ie eee TRUS. = new ee ao the 'defe ence of 
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Taps ma “makes. Ss any form of 5 eae to. the Sea ent; crime and eaayiaeecd cor or_the 
establish nent of Labour Camps, that is, Sareea tration n Camps. For agitating 
against tac Republic or its eoontsie a democratic system,' or allowing such 
agitation, sentences can be given from three months to three years." CLGTd:. 


enphasis in original, A.P.) 


In the above quoted article bill Hunter leaves in cold storage tne 
formey greeting of Haston to the Stslinist coup in Ozecnoslovakia. Criticising 
the Stalinist Daily ‘Jorker's lack of comment on this issue, Eunter gives 
avsolutely no comment himself but is content vith a factual account of tne 
destruction of democracy caused by the introduction of the Stalinist legal 
svstem into Czechoslovakia. “here is Zaston's promised “intervention" =t the 
violation of Ozech democracy represented by the introduction of tne totalita- 
rian Stalinist legal systen? This, like all tne "revolutionary words of the 
Trotsky leaders is but a cover up for their real policy of support to Stalinism. 
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Continuing the sorry story, tne ‘arch 1949 S.4. dravs attention 
to the falling living standards in Czechoslovakis, and says; 


re aniversary of Czech coup shovs a steady tendency to develo 
on lines made familiar by thé regime in ‘toscov. while the repressive 
machinery has become tighter and tighter, the rights of the yorxers nave 
Decu Curisiedcc BU0n Mee Lanes on cavps and forced labor loom in the beck- 


Erounds fou rene irer rectory! 


Tnis is the stste about vhicn Haston urged the British vorxers 100 
"weep no tears over tue rout of the remnanis of Ggech ca 2p vOLLe ©, ee Reco 
. ere 


with a similar situation in Sritain" Saston would urge tae sritish worxer 


CA 


to support Staiinist introduction of tne slave camp gad forced labor. 


the workers taat ‘ 1 
LSy Part. of. tacastrTucel oe Vorprerecec, Tic 
nary says "“Selther Stalin nor tne I~ 
the only answer to tne provlems confront- 


yw 


An honest revolutionary te 

to Czecnoslovekia is dinked uy ead 

ing gar, An nonest revolution 

DOLPSLIStS out 7Orla Hevyolution is 
ing thes ro0rs d reorking class.” 
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Sie handing over of Czechoslovakia to Stalin at tne glose of world — 
War < was part of the Imserislicts scnéme to represent Stalin as. 4 nev 
Witler" over-runninge gorope, snd so prepare the sround for the coming 
War agsiast Russia. very political. tendency in tse vorld today supports 
One or’ tre ovner of the t7O Gain contending camps =- either Stalinisa or 
imperialiss. The Sritis, grotexyite leaders.navé a Foot Im 0oca camps. 
Their svuvyport of “Zecour to Foyer" in the 1245 General Hlection and their 


subse quént support, of the Lavour Party nationelisation fraud.-— brand then 
as supporters of tire Sritisa Lavour Governnent “nica is qa capitalist govern- 
ment Titi all the imperialist trigines.° whe "Socialist Appeal’ resutarivy 
shovs the strong links vhic.: also tie the Trotsky leaders to tae Stalinis: 


syctes., Thel'revolutionsry’ ~parasedloey of the —sritisn Proteiy. beaders 
see KSOOnl Ww U0 TIS. tne sdvanced Tvorzers DACK-into Suomor’ OF Stelinie> ane 


bepemie tice oud) toe=Taard Yorld. rex. 


Tne only- tendency-in the -rorld today which. stsands solid: acsinst 

sn, and against Imperialism, against “ar, against ooportunisn and 
Caauviniss in all its for~s -—- is te ‘orkers Legeve for a Revolutionsry 
Pert’. Advanced “orkers of all lands join vita us forming the “orld Farty 
of *orxers Revolution. 


Artaur Priest 
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NOTES FROM BRITAIN ON THE DOCKSR' STRIXE 
AND TEX FOR (ZR aR RCP BR RCP (IR OTSKYITES 


A — a nee gate wer este Keio 


mn Monday, July 11, 1949, at the request of the Labour Government a 
State of emergency was proclaimed by the King of Sngland in connection “ith 
the strike of tne London dockers. The seriousness of this can ve understood 
when it is revembered that the last time a similar move vas resorted to in 
"Deacetine" vas in 1923;. tne year of the British General Strike. Under the 
declaration of exergency extraordinary povers are vested in the pap et ag 
It may sieze and nold persons and documents without warrant and without tine 
limit. It ~ay proceed to act as it pleasés to break the strike without having 
to pay any attention to the lays usvally hampering it. These “energencr 
powers" vere set up by the Tory government during the receat var situation 
of 1952-45 and are nov-vsed by the Labor governtient. Bven before this t 6 
Labour Sovernment nad sent troops on to tiie docks to unload the struck sips. 


In tne streets of London on the dey of the proclamation of emergency 
many observers noted and pointed out the alvost physicsl ivpression of ten- 
Sion. Tie lines were tightly drawn. On the one hand the strikers vere sup-— 
ported oy the Smitnfield neat vorters “ho resolved not to handle any oroducts 
Waicn had besn unloaded by Slackleg lavor or by the forces. Tne French and 
Italian dockers declared t-eir support and ~illingness to engage in sy~ja- 
tactic actiosz. m tre other hand, all the forces of the ruling class from 
tae legal watcndog of the Sritish capltdists, Sir Hartley Sarcross ? O° Om 
pnesized the fact that he vas not speaking as a memoer of the La abour Farty, 
but as the eePoke sae of the british State, to the Archbishop of Cantercury 
joined in tne desand that the strikers go deck to work. 


’ 


peat PSebeninds taler sudden crisis inethe effairs of Sriteim 2 or a0 is 


a. cCrasisy aking advantage of what little is left for them in tne sitcation 
tne Labour Party ovureaucrats have, one and sll, ~joined in the cry that the 
strike Ae with the Stalinist endeavor to break tne Yarsnall Flan and 


there vis 14 considerable provspility tuat-the allegation in ee eaeee t..ab 

zent ceme over from Csnada to nelp the strike errs SAG LS) COLTCCUr. 
tue fact retaine tietetae GP. has vory Little strengts smons tis 
gall indications are to tne effect that tre cea Wee emorer OL 2g 
jar 


“That is most significent that the strike could have been averted 
settled by the Labour Governvent on tre basis of not insisting on the ee 
vnlosg ,ding the tvo struck ships. Sut Atlee and Co. preterzed Notrtowdoe. tans 

hey preferred to openly line up witha tae Ae gondes s,m tomucs Wc docko-nors 


ey: ACTOS a Sa na oS Cc aA Qc.7 - King to Pp 1@) le bow 

ovm ar: PUA Or t 00U. t G Crk ea less of Om aera! 30d. 7O Gi e Y ¢ .1in 

an ey See Cz icy . Thue as tice Ss bY ikers aa on out Fie s tril cS T2S HImeraysyie Or aals) ed 
Oo ’ 


into a lockout. The Labour Government and fonaes vnion bureaucrats, 20 nowl 
about the shortage of food, in Parliament, in the trade unions, and in er 
issue of the infamovse Daily Herald, are tnemselves responsidle. Liwis ic 

esting to note in tre var liomentary dedostes that oe ee peace 
cing vith Anthony Hden, andorse the ovlacklegging of tne Laoour Lovernment 
and only complain about things coming ‘to such @ pass. 


ol lta 


Faced with the fact that the use of troovs for blacklegsing only spread 
the strike the Labour Government had a state of emergency proclaimed in whien 
any striker or anv person urging strike or aiding it may be arrested witout 
warrant ad imprisoned without trial. This from the Sociel Devocratic dback- 
legzing pot ~ho oaly-tvo7veeks aco was calling tie-Stalinis: Kettle black for 
equally loathsome: scabcing performed by tno lackeys of the Arembin in Serlin. 


Hardly a day passed without Atlce or soue ot er Labour stooge of tue 


bosses saying over the wireless that tae strikers eas meddiing wit: somc- 
thing thst was none of tueir «ffair. Nationalism of the worst sort “as used 
Ace 


as an Be tne against the strike. And alvavs the Litany tat t2e Com uaists 
ere Delind it all. . This had two results, ‘oné intended, ‘tie otter prodacly 

ae Tc first was tactwilpping wp -of var’ euirs breagalnst Siseia.\o ue Wane 

tended result vas thatthe Stalinists have gained arccertain amount of synopses tiy 


and prestige both at the docks aml elsewnere. 


wnat is° tae role of thé Stalinisits In tae strize? Sigaificsntis cacuc, 
they deny that they are responsible wnen it vould scem logic3l that trez vovld 
claim crodig. if. c.cv. could. : sue. lt,.can. 20%) be, des ina taat trey Reve accuired 
prestize as ea result.of tne attack..of. tnerLaoour.i0vernment, as’ aan wer. 
result of “ica taev. Wild De, puicta_e still, more. stratezic, Position io Weed 
the movement in order to benead it. The whole history of the British Labout 
movement From tne times of ae Lites Cenused Trade Union Committee to tre prses=— 
ent confirms, tne. tresis, taat say relience on Stalinist trade union lesacrsnip 


is reliance on-a.ba Aenean ee CE. 


Sut tne Britisn vorkers do not aave to make a lengthy survey of »istory 
in order to find out the blackleg role of Stalinism. It is only two eck 
ago that tue serlin tram strike “as licvidated oy a united front of tre four 
military commanders of Serlin after the menoers of tae Stalinist party cad been 
formed into bleckleg and murder gangs against the strikers, as narrated clse- 


waere in this issue of the Sulletin. 


In this situation in wich, only three weeks azo ea memoer of the “orkers 
League for a Revolutionary rerty covld concretely expese the German Stalinists 
as strikebreakers fron tae platform of the Glasgo” Workers! Oven Forum ~itnout 
any of tne members of the OCPGB who rere present daring to resent this epithet 
of blacklcg; in this situation in ~sich the Social Democratic members of the 
Laoour Government join the serlin Stalinists in the rogues! gallery lineun 
ofof scabmerders: in feck eitvnetiow in “aicth the’ tro ae agents of re. 
action in tre rorkers' ranks are capavle of being exposed im all their crin- 
inality, “mat are the ee of tne Revolutionary Communist Party (British 
Trotskvists) doings ‘hy, one could almost believe in the old Greck Ananke. 
For with tne irony of a Sopnoclean fate, the "swan sons of Easton and Co. 
appeared almost on tne very day of the proclanation of evergency by the Lavour 
Government. In tre last, a'specisl" number of the Socialist Appeal dated July 
1949, end issued to or th iree days oefore the Labour Government >-roclained 
energe.cy, tae Trotskyist leader, Jock Haston announced tho esata iat of tne 
RCP, its decision to enter tne Labour Partv on thie basis of individual loader 
ship, and tne licvidation of its orgen, On the eve of the extension of the 
dock strike ovtside of and against the Labour Govern uments, outside of and 


opts 


against the Labour Government, outside of and ageinst the Labour Party (even 
hough unfortunetely with utter lack of political clarity), the Trotsky 
leaders write: 


"There is dissatisfaction among wide sections of the working class with 

he policy of the Labour Govern-ent. They reflect this, however, not by seek- 
ing for > new and more revolutionary oreg-nisation, but by striving to exert 
pressure through their established ~ass political organisation -- the Labour 
Party. They see no elternative in s°all Left-wing groupings ovtside thet Party. 
Tae perspective for Socialists mst. therefore be to join the ranks of the 
politically conscious vorkers inside the Labour Party and try to orientate its 
policy along truly Socialist lines." 


A. little later on we are treated to another gem in the forn of: 


"An offensive against capitalisy is above all necessary to secure a de- 
cisive victory for Labour at the forthcoming General Election and to effective- 
ly combat Tory reaction." 


Hardly was the printer's ink dry on this effusion vhen the tranp of the 

troops at the docks wes suceeeded by the voice of ‘Labour's" Atlee reading 

the proclamation of emergency to the applause of the Tory reaction. Nor is 

mis all. Not content with liquidating their om "revolutionary party," 
folding up their paper, and slinking into the Party of the Labour strikebreak. 
ers, Haston uses tuis document also in an effort to tie the workers to Stalin- 
ism. After the usual "criticisn," without which the Trotsky leadership covld 
not play its role, the usual support in action to Stalinism is given in the 
folloviag vords: # 


"he Communist Party offers no alternative to Socialist workers. Its 
Policy is not determined by the needs and interests of tne working class, out 
by the recuirements of Russian foreign policy. In Russia there has come into 
being a nationalist bureaucracy which utilises its ovm position, not in the 
interests of Socizlism, but to defend its own privileges. To this end it 
ranipulates the policies of the various Communist Parties, including the Brit- 
ish Communist Party, ‘hich change their policies to suit the needs of Russian 
foreign policy. Wherever Stalinism is in pover it introduces a police state, 
deprives the workers of tue Tight to strike, the right to free speech and 
press, the right ta vote for candidates of their own choosing; eliminating 
political opposition from the working class by means of the firing squad and 


concentration camp." (S-phasis ours, AP-TFE). 


So far the criticism. “ith the exception of the very important fact 
that the policies of the Com-unist Parties are determined not only by the nec- 
essities of Russian foreign policy today, but are always determined by the 
necessity of preventing revolution anyvhere, with this exception, the in- 
dictment is correct. But what foollows immediately? 
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‘Labour vorkers must nevertneless never forget that the Russian Revolu- 
tion.was a working class revolution. It abolished landlordism, financial and 
industrial capitalism. It created the pre-conditions for a planned economy. 
Despite the Soe adations of Stalinism these fundamental economic conditions 
still remain. The economic base of Russia is historically progressive, and 
therefore should be defended by Socialist workers from the attacks of capitalism 
aS well as from the plunder of the Russian bureaucracy which has “fattened on 
this nationalized economy." (First underscoring ee att s, other ours, AP-TFH). 


Here is once more the old familiar support. The indictment charges 
that "wherever" Stalinism rules it is a regime of suppression and oppression 
of the workers, of complete deprivation of rights. of "firing squad and con- 
centration camps." Conclusion? Defend this regime of oppression and exploi- 
tation because it rests on a substitution of workers bureaucrats for capitale 
ists and that is "historically vrogressive.'! 


By such ignorant or knavish support to Stalinism on a world scale, tue 
Trotskyist leadership lulls the dock workers into betrayal by the Stalinists, 
to whom tuey have already been turned by the attacks of the. bureaucrats of tne 
Labour Party, into whose ranks the Trotskyites have just dissolved themselves 
at tue very time thet the dock workers want to braak with the Atlees and the 
Bevins and have not yet completely come under the leadership of the Pollits 
and the Gallachers. 


At such a time it.is obvious what the honest Trotskyite worker should do. 
Fortunate in no longer being subject to the "discipline" of Haston and Co-, he 
should join hands wit us of the WLRP in building a party that will stand a 
completely clear and independent of capitalism With its Labour Party and Stalin- 
ism and its Communist Party, that 7ill rally the workers today and every day 
for tne struggle against both these monsters, and for world socialism vith 
democratic rule by the toilers. To do tiis the Trotskyite workers must re- 
evaluate treir whole political past. If this is done now tne Trotskyite -7ork- 
ers can form an honorable and important section of the really revolutionary 
working class, can help in preventing the betrayal of such struggles as the 
dockers' strike. If they do not, then they must each individually accept re- 
sponsivility for such a document as the July 1949 Socialist Appeal. In 
either case, tere is now palpably no other political home in Britain for 
the revolutionary worker than the WLRP. All desiring further political or 
organizational information along this line should contact C.P. Stanton, 10 
Raeberry St. Glasgov. 


Arthur Priest 
Thomas F. Harden 


England 
July 14, 1949 
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THE TROTSKY SCHOOL OF FALSIFICATION 
C CANTOR. CARIES ON 


avery revolutionary-minded worker is aware of the effective use of deception 
Made by the class enemy as an integral aspect of class rule. Within the ranks 
of the working class the use of falsehood serves as a method of politics by 
all sorts of movements pursuing reactionary purposes. Strangely enough, many 
political minded workers attached to reactionary organizations areable to de- 
tect deceptions in opponent organizations but not in their own. The Trotsky- 
minded workers are frequently able to show up lies of the Stalin and Social 
Democratic leaders. Yet these workers are unaware of the fact that their ov 
leaders distort the truth in many ways. One such method involves the use of 
portraits or obityaries of various Stalinist leaders penned on appropriate o- 
ccasions by the Trotsky writers. 


A good illustration was Trotsky's description of the motivations prompting 
Zinoviev and Kamenev, the titrated henchmen of Stalin. Here vere two treacher- 
ous self-—seeking burocrats who together with Stalin organized a criminal. con- 
spiracy to gather power in er oon hands against the interests of the Russian 
and world massese Trotsky knev of their criminal machinations from first Mand 
experience while he vas one of the top leaders in Russia and so testified many 
times. As a matter of fact, when Stalin moved to push Zinoviev and Kamenev out 
of the ruling circle in 1925.26, the latter approached Trotsky and freely 
admitted their participation in the criminal Stalinist machinations: 


"Comrade Zinoviev said: 'Ye must acknowledge what happened. It vas a 
struggle for power. The trick was to combine old difference of opinion with 
nev questions. For this"frotskyism" vas invented...'" (Leon Trotsky, The 
Suppressed Testament of Lenin, p. 44-My emp.-A.B.) 


This admission of criminality did not stop Trotsky from writing the following 
adout the political bandits Zinoviev and Kamenev shortly after Stalin applied 
stronger measures against them: 

"Zinoviev and Kamenev tried to play tricks 
with history. Qf. course, they vere motivated, first of all, by solicitude 
for the Soviet Union, for the unity of the party, and not at all for their 
personal welfare." (L. Tratsky, The “Expulsion of Zinovie IV, p-61-62, fy emp.A.B. ) 


Anather of Stalin's contemptible servants, Karl Radek, eagerly dispensed Stalin- 
ist poison as a Stalinist journalist and did his job effectively. So putrid 
did Radek become that he even turned informer for the G.P.U.(See "The Case of 
Leon Trotsky, pp.l05-6). Yet after Radek's dommfall in the macabre ‘losco7 
Trials, Trotsky saw fit to whitovash his past as well, as other Stalinist buro- 
crats involved: 


iio matter what one's attitude tovards the defendants at the Moscow 
trials, no matter how one judges their conduct in the clutches of the G.P,U. 
all of them -- Zinoviev, Kamenev, Smirnov, Piatakov, Radek, Rykov, Bukharin, 
and many otters -~ have by the vhole course of their eesor roved their dis- 
interested; devotion ta ta_the Russian poople and their struggle for liberation." 
(L. Trotsky, Socialist. Appeal, March 28, 1938, iy emp.-A.3B.). 


-28~ 


Trotsky 
This practise of shiclding Stalinist burocrats vas part of the’political system. 


Shortly before Trotsky vas murdered by a G-P.U. agent, the American Trotskyists 
split. Tyo of the original American Trotskyite leaders, Shachtvan and Aborn, 
organized their own group and separated from Cannon. At the discussion around 
the time of the division,Aborn, in particular, caue in for a lot of attention 
from Cannon. Cannon lashed out at what he called "Abvernism" as an incurable 
disease which he claimed poisoned the American Trotsky movement from its 
foundations: 

“Almost since the beginning of the Trotskyist movement in 
this country, more than cloven years ago, its normal development and function- 
ing has been impeded by an internal disease waich poisoned the blood stream of 
the party organism. The name of this discase is Abernism. The characteristics 
of Abernisin, as they have been consistently and wminterruptedly manifested for 
more than ten years, are: clique politics; ceaseless dissemination of gossip 
and complaints about the party regime; subordination of principled questions to 
organizational and personal considerations; unprinciplod combinationism in every 
faction fight; and ideological treachery." (James P. Cannon, The Struggle For 
a Proletanian Party - D._30):. 


In this section of his attack, Cannon gocs on to shov up Shachtman and Burnham, 
who vere then allied with Abern in the struggle against Cannon's leadership. — 
Citing effectively from previous documents by Shachtman and snrnham ih ‘the 
period when they Were:fighting Abern, Cannon makes the point that the whitewash 
of Abern in 1940 by Shachtman~Burnha™ was patently dishonest. 


Some nine years passed, and on April 28, 1949 Abern died. The Cannon Trotsky- 
ites gav fit to run a Memorial article on Avern which contained a eulogy of 
his "work" and ended on the following note: 


"The wiay Day meeting of the Socialist Workers Party of Nev York, held 
on the same day as his funeral, rose and stood in silence in honor of his 
memory." ("“lartin Abern Dead. Heart Attack Victim, The lilitant, May 9,1949,»v.2). 


The Trotsky workers were asked to "honor" the memory of one of their leaders 
indicted as an unprincipled combinationist, one guilty of “ideological 
treachery," of wnom Cannon noted among other things: "The indefensible record 
of Abern is written in the history of our party."(op.cit.,p.35, My emp.A.5). 


The hypocrisy of Cannon and Co. in giving a clean bill of heslth to Abern in 
1949 is a continuation of the methods Trotsky used in shielding forzer Stalin- 
ist partners of his. The truth about Abern is that he had been knee-deep in 
Stalinist politics along with Cannon and Shachtman in the American Communist 
Party until 1928, a past never repudiated but defended, and continued along 
the same road until his death. 


A proletarian revolutionist will alwavs honor a Bee: gre fighter against 
capitalist oppression and opnortunist reaction. tithe leaders who misled 
tne proletariat, a revolutionary ~vorker can have nothing but conterpt. 


Arthur Burke 
July 1949 


